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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    Attorney publicly 

reprimanded. 

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on 

t hat  At t or ney Todd Beat se be publ i c l y r epr i manded f or  hi s 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .  

¶2 Nei t her  t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  nor  

At t or ney Beat se has appeal ed t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on.   

Thus,  t he mat t er  i s submi t t ed t o t he cour t  f or  i t s  r evi ew 

pur suant  t o SCR 22. 17( 2) . 1  I n conduct i ng our  r evi ew,  we wi l l  

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  pr ovi des:   Revi ew;  appeal .  
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af f i r m t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  unl ess t hey ar e c l ear l y 

er r oneous.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Sosnay,  

209 Wi s.  2d 241,  243,  562 N. W. 2d 137 ( 1997) .   We r evi ew t he 

r ef er ee' s concl usi ons of  l aw,  however ,  on a de novo basi s.   See 

I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Car r ol l ,  2001 WI  130,  

¶29,  248 Wi s.  2d 662,  636 N. W. 2d 718.   Fi nal l y,  i n accor dance 

wi t h our  aut hor i t y t o super vi se t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n t hi s 

st at e,  we det er mi ne t he l evel  of  di sci pl i ne t hat  i s appr opr i at e 

under  t he par t i cul ar  c i r cumst ances,  i ndependent  of  t he r ef er ee' s  

r ecommendat i on,  but  benef i t i ng f r om i t .   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y  

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Wi dul e,  2003 WI  34,  ¶44,  261 Wi s.  2d 45,  660 

N. W. 2d 686.  

¶3 Af t er  our  i ndependent  r evi ew of  t he r ecor d,  we adopt  

t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw.   Fur t her ,  

we agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s  r ecommendat i on t hat  a publ i c 

r epr i mand i s appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne i n t hi s case.  

¶4 At t or ney Beat se was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n 

May 2000.   At  t he t i mes r el evant  t o t hi s mat t er ,  he was an 

assi st ant  di st r i ct  at t or ney f or  Monr oe Count y.  

¶5 Accor di ng t o t he OLR' s compl ai nt ,  on Januar y 24 or  25,  

2005,  At t or ney Beat se l ef t  hi s of f i ce t o at t end cour t  hear i ngs.   

                                                                                                                                                             
( 2)  I f  no appeal  i s  f i l ed t i mel y,  t he supr eme 

cour t  shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ;  adopt ,  r ej ect  
or  modi f y t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons or  
r emand t he mat t er  t o t he r ef er ee f or  addi t i onal  
f i ndi ngs;  and det er mi ne and i mpose appr opr i at e 
di sci pl i ne.   The cour t ,  on i t s own mot i on,  may or der  
t he par t i es t o f i l e br i ef s i n t he mat t er .  



No.  2005AP2826- D   

 

3 
 

Whi l e he was out  of  hi s of f i ce,  t he di st r i ct  at t or ney' s of f i ce 

r ecei ved not i f i cat i on t hat  i t s comput er  syst em had t o be shut  

down f or  mai nt enance pur poses.   When At t or ney Beat se' s secr et ar y  

went  t o shut  down hi s comput er ,  she di scover ed por nogr aphi c 

i mages t hat  had been downl oaded f r om t he I nt er net  and mi ni mi zed 

on t he bot t om of  hi s scr een.    

¶6 At t or ney Beat se t ol d var i ous i ndi v i dual s,  i ncl udi ng 

hi s super vi sor ,  Monr oe Count y Di st r i ct  At t or ney Dani el  Car y,  

t hat  t he i mages had come f r om hi s son' s use of  a home comput er ,  

t hat  he had copi ed t hem ont o a memor y st i ck,  and t hat  he had 

l oaded t hem ont o hi s wor k comput er  t o det er mi ne what  f i l es or  

websi t es hi s son had been accessi ng at  home.   Thi s st or y was 

f al se.  

¶7 When t he di st r i ct  at t or ney or der ed an i nvest i gat i on of  

t he mat t er ,  a r evi ew of  At t or ney Beat se' s st at e- pr ovi ded 

comput er  showed t hat  dur i ng t he pr ecedi ng 55 days ( on 29 of  

whi ch At t or ney Beat se had been at  wor k) ,  he had br owsed 

por nogr aphi c I nt er net  s i t es f or  36 hour s,  and t hat  12 of  t he 20 

si t es v i s i t ed most  by At t or ney Beat se wer e por nogr aphi c s i t es.  

¶8 At t or ney Beat se t her eaf t er  admi t t ed t hat  he had l i ed 

t o Di st r i ct  At t or ney Car y about  hi s son havi ng been t he sour ce 

of  t he por nogr aphy and t hat  he hi msel f  had been i mpr oper l y 

v i ewi ng por nogr aphy wi t h hi s wor k comput er ,  cont r ar y t o var i ous 

st at e and l ocal  wor k r ul es.   At t or ney Beat se,  however ,  st at ed 

t hat  he had not  v i ewed por nogr aphy af t er  t he di scover y on 

Januar y 24 or  25.   Thi s was f al se because t he audi t  of  hi s 
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comput er  showed t hat  he had spent  over  a hal f  hour  v i ewi ng 

por nogr aphy on Januar y 26 and 27,  2005.  

¶9 At t or ney Beat se was suspended wi t hout  pay and gi ven a 

di sci pl i nar y l et t er  advi s i ng hi m t hat  f ur t her  mi suse of  t he 

st at e comput er  syst em woul d l ead t o f ur t her  di sci pl i nar y act i on.  

¶10 Whi l e on di sci pl i nar y suspensi on,  At t or ney Beat se used 

t he st at e e- mai l  syst em f r om hi s home comput er  t o send a number  

of  i mpr oper  e- mai l  messages,  i ncl udi ng messages t o t wo f emal e 

gover nment  empl oyees,  one of  whom was a cour t  r epor t er .   I n 

t hose messages he made comment s about  havi ng t ouched t he br east s 

of  a t hi r d Monr oe Count y empl oyee and about  t he cour t  r epor t er ' s 

br east s.   The cour t  r epor t er  al so st at ed t hat  At t or ney Beat se 

had made a number  of  s i mi l ar  i nappr opr i at e or al  comment s about  

her  br east s on pr evi ous occasi ons.   I n addi t i on t o al l  of  t hese 

comment s,  t he audi t  of  t he comput er  syst em di scl osed t hat  

At t or ney Beat se had sent  a number  of  e- mai l s about  hi s sexual  

act i v i t i es and ot her  sexual  t opi cs.   At t or ney Beat se i ni t i al l y  

deni ed havi ng sent  sexual l y expl i c i t  e- mai l s usi ng t he st at e 

comput er  syst em,  except  when t he sexual  cont ent  was " par t  of  a 

j oke. "   Thi s was not  t r ue.  

¶11 I n l i ght  of  t hese addi t i onal  f act s,  t he di st r i ct  

at t or ney' s of f i ce t er mi nat ed At t or ney Beat se' s empl oyment .   

Af t er  a per i od of  not  pr act i c i ng l aw,  At t or ney Beat se now wor ks 

as a pr i vat e at t or ney.  

¶12 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  by l y i ng t o hi s co-

wor ker s and hi s super vi sor  about  t he sour ce of  and r eason f or  

t he por nogr aphy on hi s wor k comput er ,  by l y i ng about  hi s 
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cont i nued vi ewi ng of  por nogr aphy on hi s wor k comput er  af t er  

Januar y 24 or  25,  and by l y i ng about  sendi ng and r ecei v i ng 

sexual l y expl i c i t  e- mai l s,  At t or ney Beat se had engaged i n 

conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  or  

mi sr epr esent at i on,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 8. 4( c) . 2 

¶13 The second count  of  t he OLR' s compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  

by maki ng of f ensi ve comment s t o t he cour t  r epor t er  about  her  

br east s and by usi ng t he st at e e- mai l  syst em t o send and r ecei ve 

numer ous messages cont ai ni ng i nappr opr i at e sexual  and ot her  

of f ensi ve cont ent ,  At t or ney Beat se had vi ol at ed t he at t or ney' s 

oat h,  i ncl udi ng t he r equi r ement  t o " abst ai n f r om al l  of f ensi ve 

per sonal i t y, "  see SCR 40. 15,  t her eby al so v i ol at i ng SCR 

20: 8. 4( g) . 3 

¶14 At t or ney Beat se f i l ed an answer  pl eadi ng no- cont est  t o 

t he t wo count s i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt .   He obj ect ed,  however ,  t o 

t he OLR' s r equest  f or  a publ i c r epr i mand,  ar gui ng t hat  a pr i vat e 

r epr i mand was suf f i c i ent  di sci pl i ne.  

¶15 Russel l  L.  Hanson was appoi nt ed as a r ef er ee and 

conduct ed a hear i ng on t he appr opr i at e sanct i on.  The r ef er ee' s  

subsequent  r epor t  concl uded t hat  At t or ney Beat se' s no- cont est  

pl eas t o t he al l egat i ons of  t he compl ai nt  wer e a suf f i c i ent  

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  pr ovi des t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

f or  a l awyer  t o " engage i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  
decei t  or  mi sr epr esent at i on. "  

3 SCR 20: 8. 4( g)  pr ovi des t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  
t o " v i ol at e t he at t or ney' s oat h. "  
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basi s t o f i nd t hat  he had vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  and SCR 

20: 8. 4( g) .  

¶16 Wi t h r espect  t o t he quest i on of  t he appr opr i at e l evel  

of  di sci pl i ne,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t hat  a publ i c r epr i mand was 

war r ant ed.   He acknowl edged t hat  t her e wer e some mi t i gat i ng 

f act or s i n At t or ney Beat se' s f avor ,  i ncl udi ng t hat  At t or ney 

Beat se had al r eady suf f er ed si gni f i cant  consequences,  such as 

t he l oss of  hi s j ob,  t hat  he had cooper at ed wi t h t he OLR i n i t s 

i nvest i gat i on,  and t hat  he appear s t o have genui ne r emor se f or  

hi s mi sconduct .   On t he ot her  hand,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t hat  

At t or ney Beat se' s conduct  was so out r ageous t hat  i t  r equi r ed 

publ i c,  r at her  t han pr i vat e,  di sci pl i ne.   He st at ed t hat  i t  was 

di st ur bi ng not  onl y t hat  At t or ney Beat se had l i ed and at t empt ed 

t o pl ace undeser ved bl ame on hi s  son,  but  al so t hat  hi s r epeat ed 

l i es had caused hi s empl oyer  and co- wor ker s addi t i onal  wor k.   I n 

addi t i on,  t he r ef er ee st at ed t hat  he bel i eved t hat  At t or ney 

Beat se st i l l  di d not  f ul l y  under st and t hat  because someone 

shar es quest i onabl e or  i nappr opr i at e st or i es wi t h hi m,  he di d 

not  have t he r i ght  t o comment  on t hat  per son' s anat omy.  

¶17 Af t er  r evi ewi ng t he r ecor d and i n l i ght  of  At t or ney 

Beat se' s no- cont est  pl ea,  we adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f act ual  

f i ndi ngs based on t he al l egat i ons of  t he OLR' s compl ai nt .   We 

al so adopt  t he r ef er ee' s l egal  concl usi ons t hat  At t or ney Beat se 

vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  by hi s mul t i pl e f al se st at ement s and t hat  

he vi ol at ed hi s oat h as an at t or ney,  t her eby al so v i ol at i ng SCR 

20: 8. 4( g) .   We f ur t her  agr ee t hat  t he r epeat ed nat ur e and 

ser i ousness of  At t or ney Beat se' s mi sconduct  war r ant s a publ i c 
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r epr i mand.   Fi nal l y,  we deci de t hat  At t or ney Beat se shoul d be 

r equi r ed t o pay t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng,  whi ch wer e 

$6693. 98 as of  May 11,  2006.  

¶18 I T I S ORDERED t hat  Todd J.  Beat se i s publ i c l y 

r epr i manded f or  hi s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .  

¶19 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  At t or ney Todd J.  Beat se pay t o t he Of f i ce of  

Lawyer  Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  t he cost s 

ar e not  pai d wi t hi n t he t i me speci f i ed and absent  a showi ng t o 

t hi s cour t  of  hi s i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  

t he l i cense of  Todd J.  Beat se t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n shal l  

be suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  
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